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State of Colorado, and charging adulteration in violation of the food and drugs
act. The article was labeled in part: “ L. Maxey Incorporated, Frostproof, Fla.,
Supreme Brand Grapefruit.”” . ) -
It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it con-
sisted in whole or in part of a decomposed vegetable substance, to wit, of
_decomposed and frozen grapefruit, in that it consisted in whole or in part
of frost-damaged grapefruit that had been substituted in whole or in part for
edible grapefruit, which the product purported to be, and in that a valuable
constituent, juice, had been wholly or in part abstracted. _
"On March 9, 1928, L. Maxcy, Inc., Frostproof, Fia., claimant, having admitted
the allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry of a decree,
judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by
the court that the product be released to the said claimant upon payment of
the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the sum of $1,000,
conditioned in part that it be salvaged and the decomposed portion destroyed.

R. W. DunLaP, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

15781. Adulteration of mineral water. U. S. v. 35 Gallons of Benscot Natu-
ral Mineral Spring Water. Default decree of condemnation, for-
i(f:ei5t2%1‘ie), and destruction. (F. & D. No. 21235. 1. 8. No. 1748-x. &. No.

On August 13, 1926, the United States attorney for the Northern District of

Alabama, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the

PDistriet Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure

and condemnation of 35 gallons of Benscot natural mineral spring water,

remaining in the original unbroken packages at Anniston, Ala., alleging that the
article had been shipped by the Benscot Mineral Springs Co., Austell, Ga., on or
about July 27, 1926, and transported from the State of Georgia into the State
of Alabama, and charging adulteration in violation of the food and drugs act.

The article was labeled in part: “ Benscot Mineral Springs Company Natural

© Mineral Spring Water, Austell, Cobb County, Georgia.”

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it con-

-gisted in whole and in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal substance.

On May 18, 1928, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment

«©of condemnation was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the

product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

R. W. DuNrap, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

15782, Adulteration and misbranding of chocolate coating. U. 8. v. 2
Cases of Chocolate Coating. Defaunlt decree of condemnation,
forfeiture, and destruection, (¥. & D. No. 22608. I. 8. No. 14741-x.
S. No. 633.) i .

On March '6, 1928, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure
and condemnation of 2 cases, containing 17 cakes of chocolate coating, remain-
ing in the original unbroken packages at Philadelphia, Pa., consigned by Runkel
Bros., New York, N. Y., alleging that the article had been shipped from New
York, N. Y., on or about January 20, 1928, ‘and transported from the State of
New York into the State of Pennsylvania, and charging adulteration and mis-
branding in violation of the food and drugs act. The article was labeled in
part: “ Runkel’s Invincible Chocolate Coating Sweet.”

It wag alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that foreign
fat had been mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce, lower, and injuriously
afige{; its quality and strength and had been substituted in part for the said
article. '

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement, ¢ Chocolate Coat-
ing Sweet,” borne on the label, was false and misleading and deceived and
misled the purchaser, and in that the product was offered for sale under the
distinctive name of another article. _ :

‘On June 26, 1928, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment of
condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that .
the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

' R. W. DuNLAP, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.



